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Bouquet during its final centuries as the locus for a major opposition and cultural bifurcation between the artisans of modernity turned towards western influences and the defenders of Islamic tradition. 4 In the 1960s and 1970s the key subject in Ottoman studies was precisely that which other better-known fields of study were then neglecting-the state, study of which was divided into three distinct historic periods: a 'classical' period (1300-1600) characterised according to Halil İnalcık by the constitution and consolidation of central institutions5; the decline of the Empire (1600-1789) corresponding to the devolution of power to autonomous provincial forces; the beginnings of modernity and the time of reforms under the aegis of bureaucrats and then westernised military officers . And then inversely, at the time when the state was once again becoming a favourite subject of historical and political study in the 1980s, Ottoman historians moved on to other areas of enquiry. Monographs about the central administration were now superseded by explorations of more provincial forms of authority (and especially the ayans of the 18th century) and by studies of the structures and usages of imperial power. Researchers tended to be more drawn towards the history of demography, monetary history, the history of social groups, and the study of Sufi brotherhoods. Sources which had previously been seen as clearly secondary suddenly came to the fore-chronicles, probate records, endowment deeds. At the same time, researchers who had studied in the 1980s and 1990s had boldly turned their backs on the theories of their predecessors.6
